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HE. Reverend and piotls Author of t 
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he follow - 


„ 
d pio 


delivered it in ſundry Sermons, . but a few, Weeks 
before his Deceaſe: which being found to have a 
very happy Effect, in the Confirmation and. Eſta- 
blihment of ſome wavering Minds among his own 
People, he was urged to tranſcribe his Notes for the 
Prefs ; but ſoon after he had begun this Work, he 
was (as to the particular Time of it) unexpectedly 
called to his ſupefior Station in God's Temple above. 
_ Yet by a kind Providence, a few Days before his lafl 
Illneſs, a young Miniſter, in the Neighbourhood, 


this City, wh&had 2 Deſire to improve himſelf by 


| Mr. Boſtwick's Notes, which were written in,a kind, 
» | of Short-Hand of his own Invention, applied to him, 


U and at his Requeſt Mr. Beſticł ſpent ſeveral Hours, 


nin teaching him in ſome Degree to underſtand them; 
and by 5 Means, the Copy now printed, was re- 
covered from Oblivion, and. tranſcribed lince Mr. 
* „„ Tao 
Under this View, it is hoped, the candid, Reader 

will diſpenſe with a Stile a little too diffuſe for a 


I pritted Argumentation, and pardon any Inaccura- 
| Jy that would probably have been 7 the 
Vork ud. N 


had paſſed under it's Aut bor's laſt Ha 
© Thoſe that were acquainted with Mr, Bewiat's 


mild and pacific Temper,” and knew the general 
I F | A 2 | * Courſe 
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1 ing Treatiſe, compoſed it for the Pulpit, and 
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OR ACE 
_ Courſe of his Miniſtry to have been only converſant 
about the great Do#trines and Duties of Chriſtianity, 


_ 5 that a sontroverted Point ſhould have 
2, — ed his Meditations, juſt before he entered in- 


Male" Joy. Eſpecially when age 5 peared to 
his earers in his public Diſcourſes for ſeveral 
Months before his Departure, to have been under 


an uncommon Impreſs of the great Truths which have 
a mgre immediate Reference to the World to come 
The 8 aus and dreadful Realities whereof (which 
gently his own Expreſſions concerning 
2 v bly Hing with the prexcelt Weight upon 
8 fl. the Truth is, th at this excellent 


pat ee er ae r el 
| e Or. thts reati h 
| Sy e fy ian; and the Believer's Right 10 

the Bleflings of the Covenant of Grace, and their Iu- 


fant Chiltreu's Right to the Seal of that Covenant, ta 
e e a Foint in Chriftianity, that it well 
IS 


Attention; eſpecially a6; the State of 

O Flock. from very. qbvious Cauſes N 

to vine and many others, rendered it ahſolu 
neceſſary. And it is ſtill preſumed, that the 
of the Readers of theſe Sheoks will think a Publication. 
on ſuch a SubjeR, in theſe Days, and in ſuch a Place 
as New-York, needs no Apo Foley, And it is haped the 


Author's Manner of handling it, thou 
in Public under all the andes 3 cen 
* N will reflect no Diſbonaur on his Memory. 
n ende al that may be thaught ne- 
ceſfary introduce this ſhort, Toa to the 2M 
View, hy way of Preface, * Buy, 755 h Mr. 12 * 
_ ſuperior. Talents for-the Work of) the Mini 
e * Praiſes in tbe Gaſpel, throughout, 4 
ner c wad et ah was ber onally known. _ 


TIN 3. paratively) 
. . 41. 28 ; . > 


dom from all Oſtentation, ever cuncealed him as 


P R E F 4 e . a 
paratiwely) but to fe. His fxed Charge, having al- 2 
ways conhned him within the Verge af his incum- 
bent Duty, and his great Humility and intire Free- 


much from public View, as the Eminency of his 

Station would permit. But as Ht IS Naw No MORE, 
and ſome $TR&ICTURES af his Perſan and Charafter 
may be agretable to many of the diſtant Readers of 
this Treatiſe, they wy be 1 thus n, to 
take them. 
4 Max; be was ſomething above middle Sta: 
tte, cumely, and well ſer, his grave and d- 
nerable; formed by Nature, with a. clear Underftend- 
quick: Apprehenfon, pronipt Elacution, and fo- 
lid: — bis Imagination ſtrong and lixdy, 


and bis Memory very tenacious. Of all theſe he gave 1 


the tt coovincing Proofs, both: m of 


vate Na 
Ne dmgtod the Coms of his Studies, med | 


and intimate Subſerviency to the great fuer of his 
PRO SSSR. Give thyſelf wholly: 10 theſe Things, (1 


II. iv. E 3 


Div intty his great 8 lay. He had an admi- 
rable diſcerning of Truth and Error in their Cauſes, 
Connections, and Conſequences, and believed and 
taught the pure Doctrines of Chriſtianit as contain 
ed in the holy Scriptures, and as declared in the pub- 
lie Confeſſions: of the reformed Churches, in their 
original and genuine Meaning: He beheld his Be- 
Bk With Reverence, as the cnavdD CHARTER of Life 
Eternal! He knew it to be a Revelation from Gon, 
and the moſt wonderful Book in the Haorild! Me ſaw 
its external and internal Evidence, by Nature's 
Light, aided by human Learning; and by a ſpocial 
Hlumination from above. He beheld: the 74% 
Crx, er AD —— K+. 


_ 


— 7 R E F A © E. 
og diſcer > therein an admirable Diſplay of the infi - 
| nite Pe —— the Dir v, with a perfect Ac- 
— to the various States of Man. He 
conſidered it not only as a Sys EM of Divine Know- 
ledge, but as revealing a practical and experimental 
Diſcipline; and felt it's vital Energy, and had it's 
Truth ſealed on his Heart, with that Kind of Evi- 
dence as would doubtleſs have ſtood the Fire 1 
the ſevereſt Trial. a e el 
AFTER THIS, I ſrares peed add, that hoo was a 
Divx or THE OLD STAMP, and could well defend 
his Sytem againſt all Gainſayers. In theſe” Things he 
was a Sende w well inſtructed, 8 with great Sagacity 
and Penetration could diſcern the Spirit of Error in 
its moſt diſtant Approaches. He knew it's Connec- 
tion, and Tendencies (ever aiming at God's Diſhonour 
or Man's Ruin) and therefore as a faithful Vatebman 
a always gave the ſpeedieſt Warning of the Danger. 
Hie had. thoſe Gifts which rendered him a very 
ular PREACchER. With a ſtrong commanding 
Poyicęe, his Pronunciation was clear, diſtinct, and deli- 
berate; His Speech and Geſture decent and natural, 
without any Affectation; His Language elegant and 
pure, but with ſtudied Piaiumefaz never below the 
Dignity of the Pulpit, nor above the Capacity of the 
meaneſt of his 3 The Strength of his Me- 
morty, and the Flow of his Elocution, enabled him to 
preach: -without Notes, but ſeldom or never extem- 
He furniſhed the Lamps of the Sanctuaiy with 
beaten Oil, and the Matter and Method of b . 
ere well ſtudied. + 
In treating divine gabe, he manifeſted an his 
bitzal Reverence for the Ma jxSsTV or HEAVEN,” a 
deep Senſe of the HYorth of Souls, an intimate * 
ledge c of the human Heart, and it's various Worki 
in it's two: fold- State of Nature and Grace. He 
Dan. 1 fab 


1 


PR E R A d E vi; 
faithfully with his Hearers, declaring io tbem i he whole 
Connſel of God, ſhewing them their Danger and Re- 
medy. And none 1 — 
but their Blood muſt lie Apen their own Heads, He 
always ſpake from a deep Senſe of the Truths he de- 
livered, and declared thoſe Things, which he bad ſeen 
and which he had heard, and his Hands had handled of 
the Word of Life ; and delivered nothing to his Au- 
ditory, but with a Ae chat diſcovered: it S _=_ „ 

: PORTANCE. + 
- His Mind had a ae — His Sailors _ . 
pious and florid. He ſometimes ſoared; when his 
Subject would admit of it, with an elevated Ming; | 
and his Imagination enabled him to paint his Scxxx, 
whatever it was, in very ſtrong and lively Colours. 
Few Men could deſcribe the bidecus Deformity of Sin; 
the Miſery of Men's Apoſtacy from Gon, the Man- 

ders of redeeming Love, the Glory and Riches of di- 

vine Grute, in ſtronger e and r 
Strains than nͥe. dil 4066 
In the Cond? of Life, 1 was ; remarkably-genzl 
towards all Men, vaſtly prudent and cautious, and al- 
ways behaved with the Meekneſs of Wiſdom, and _ ; 
vp every Relation in Life, with it's proper Duty, ana 
was a living, Example of the Truth 9 that Religion, 
which he taught to others. He preached not himſelf, 
but Cbriſt Jeſus his Lord. In this View his Eye was 
Angle, and he regarded no other Oijeti. He knew in 
whoſe Place he ſtood, and feared no Man. He dared - 
to flaſh the Terrors of the Law in the Face of the 
ſtouteſt T; Franſereſſor, with the ſame Freedom as he diſ- 
ay'd the amiable Beauties and Glories of the Go- 
bel for the Comfort and Refreſbment of the . penitent 
Believer. . | 
As he highly honoured his divine Maſter he was 
highly favoured by him, of which take one Inſtance. 
In 


ii ee B. 1 A G 
In a former Mug, from which it was thought he 
coilld not recover, which, happened ſome Mont 
beſdre lie died, he was greatly diſtreſſted by a deep 
Gotcern fot his Widow 6 his great Family, on the 
Event of his Death. But Gon Was pleaſed in a Time 
of great Eatremiiy to grant him a. glorious and 2 
xy/hrag Vir of his Power, ¶ iſdom, and Grodnefs, and 
the Riches of bi Grace, with a particular Appropria- 
um to bimyelf and bis. Such as diſpelled every Fear 
and at that Time, rendered him impatient to.live, 
but at length on his Recovery, which commenced 
immediately on the Removal of this Diftreſs, his 
Mind ſettled into a divine Cum; he perceived him - 
ſelf 2 willing 10 live or die as GOD — In 
Temper he continued to his laſt Moment, when 
. his Sa? and) ali moren Inte- 
refls, into the Hands of His Savioukandais'Gop! 
Such Intercourſe ſometimes paſſes between the Fa- 


nour have they that fear God! as 
Tus lived, and thus died, in the midſt of his 
| Days and Uſcjulheſs, this excellent Miniſter. of Jeſus 
 Chrift, to the unſpeakable 'Loſs. of the Wend, the 
Church, and his Family. He departed this Liſe on 
the 12th Day of Nowrnber, in the Tear of out Lord 
One 7 Joufwnd Seven Hundred and Sixty-Three,' and in 
the Fortysfourth. Tear of his Age, leaving his Mid 
and Ten bil, to the Care of Providence, and his 
Reniains lic, buried in the Front Ifle of the Freſpy- 
terian Church in this A * en ne a 


Davin a New:York April the Ninth, Ow The. 
fond Seven Hundred and Sinty-Four, 
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Far the Prom 1s. uno you, and 4 ur Chile 
dren, and to all that are afar wen 
mag a the Land as Cal ſal call. 


19 
ou are very ſenſible, my Brethren; thin it 
has nat been my aſual Practice to fill your 
Minds with litigious Diſputes, or to introduca 
Matters of Controverſy. into! the facred 
Deſk; mueh lefs to throw out occafional Reflees 
tions, or fix opprobrious Epithets on thoſe of differ · 

r I ever eſteemed a mean, 
anitianly Wa n oppoſing Error, or advanemg 
the. Cauſe of ruth. —1 A 
ww ry; Hearers, as tranſient, itinerant Mar-. 

bound to an eternal World; and thefore have 
made it my ipal Buſineſs, to inculcate upon 

them, thoſe plain, practical, and i important. Truths, 
that have the neareſt Connection with, and are of 

the greateſt Conſequence to their eternal Intereſt. 

Convinced, however, of my indiſpenſable Duty, 25 
m ſeveral concurring Circumſtances, I ſhall nom 

mpt to illuſtrate, what I ſuppoſe a preciaus Goſ- 

— and vindicate a valuable Privilege, of 

which the Church of Chriſt has been in Poſfeſſiun 

from its firſt Inſtitution, though by ſome made a 

Matter of Diſpute; and that is, the Right of Infant- 
B | 


Children, 


ä ( 10 ) | | 

Children, Aeſtending from con- federate, or covenanted 
Parents, to that Ordinance of Baptiſm, which is the 
eternal Seal of :the Goſpel: Covenant. And as this 
is known to be my Principle, from my conſtant 
Practice; ſurely none can take it amiſs, or think it 
ſtrange, that! ſand forth in its Vindication ; eſpe 
cially as Ideſign no unchriſtian Reflection, no ac- 
rimonious Expreſſions, or uncharitable Cenſures, on 
thoſe of contrary Sentiments and Practice; but on- 
ly. a, fair and rational Vindication of my own; 
NG: principally in View, the Satisfaction of a 
Number of my Hearers; who have expreſſed their 
Deſire of being further inſtructed in the ſcriptural 
Grounds and Reaſons of our conſtant Praftice.— 
And though on the one Hand, I will not place 
this Point, of Infant-Baptiſm, among the Things 
that are abſolutely eſſential to Salvation; yet on 
the other, I am far from ſuppaſing it to be a Mat- 
ter of. trifling Indifference, or of little or no Con- 

ſuence. For if the Baptiſm. of Infants is not 
agreeable to divine Inſtitution, or warranted by 
the ſacred Word, then not only we, but the —4 
teftant Churches in general muſt be in a very un- 
happy Situation having no regular Goſpel- 
Ordinances of any Kind — —Nay, if In- 
fant-Baptiſm be a meer Nullity, as ſome pretend, 
then we, with the Generality of the Proteſtant 
Churches, are in fact, a Company of unbaptiſed 
Heatbens; who have neither Churches, Miniſters, 
or Ordinan den according to the Inſtitution of Je- 
ſus Chriſt: Our Miniſters themſelves, being un- 
baptiſed, can have no regular Authority to baptiſe. 
others; and we being all unbaptiſed, cannot, with- 


out the greateſt Impropriety, N the! Gated. 
Haring: 


— IR the Lord's A . 


4 
e 
$ 
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(13, 
Having therefore, on this Suppoſition, no re- 
ar Ordinances among us, we, with our nume- 
rous Proteſtant Brethren of various Denomina- 
tions, muſt want the very Eſſence of a regular | 
Goſpel-Church, and in this Reſpe& be reduced to 
a State of abſolute Heatheniſm.—1 do not adduce 
this, as à Proof, that . Infant-Baptiſm is a divine 
Inſtitution ; that, I truſt, will be proved by more 
direct and. poſitive Evidences ; I only mention it 


to ſhew that the Controverſy is no Trifle, but of 
ſufficient Importance to demand our Attention, and 
engage our impartial Inquiry, whether we are right, 


or whether we are wrong? And can. our Op 

nents, . whoſe Principles and Conduct neceſſarily 
unchurch the whole Proteſtant World, except 
themſelves, —can they, I ſay, think themſelves, 
offended, that we do not ſilently ſubmit to their 
uncharitable Cenſures ? will they be diſpleaſed, that 
we aſſert. and vindicate our ſtanding in the viſible 
Kingdom of Chriſt, and that we are a Goſpel- 
Church as well as they ? Surely, thoſe that are Men 
of Conſcience among them will not ; or if they 
ſhould, yet theſe are Matters too intereſting to be 
8 out of meer Complaiſance, to any So- 
ciety of Men in the Univerſe. Let us then 
aim the Truth, without any Regard to the 
Pleaſure or Diſpleaſure of Mortals$ and if our In- 
fant-Baptiſm can be vindicated, for Conſcience 
ſake * it be done.— If not, if the Truth is not 
for us, but agatnſt' us, let us honeſtly. give it up, 
and no more Practiſe what the ſacred Word will not 


defend. 


Having thus hinted the Importance of the Con- 
troverſy, as a ſufficient Warrant for my preſent 


Attempt, I ſhall now conſider the Occaſion, and 


the proper Meaning, of the Words before us. Fer 
the Promiſe i is to you and " Chilaren, &c. 


( 
Ia the preceding Context, we have an Account 
of that table divine Energy, which attended 
the firſt Goipel-Sermon after the miraculous Effu- 
on of the F oly Ghoſt, awakening in the — 
that moſt 2nxious and important Inquiry, 
Bretben, what Jball we dM 
We have allo the Apoſtle's Anſwer to this mo- 
wentous and intereſting Inquiry, Nepen and be 
 baptiſe ſed every one of you, in the Name of Jeſus Chriſt 
for the Remiſſion of V Sins, and ye all receive the Gi 
if the Holy.Gboſt ;, i, e. Return unfeignedly from 
Sin to God, through Jeſus Chriſt; ſußmit to the 
Grace and Government of this divine Redeemer; 
and make a ſolemn public Profeffion of this Sub- 
- Miſſion, by being baptiſed in the Name of Jeſus 
Fuer and your Baptiſm ſhall be an external Sigh 
70 Reiniſſion of dine, and of the renewing a0 
to ifying Influences of the Holy Ghoſt.?ꝰ 
This Exhorration De confi of two Branch- 


es, each of which is urged with a diſtin& Motive. 
1 8 firſt is Repenta e, or a Turning to God 


through Jefus Chiitt Ae is urged with the en- 
couraging, Motive, that they ſhall receive the For- 
ivenels of Sins, and the S lat ſanctifying In- 
pete of "he Holy Ghoſt. The ſecond Branch 
of ihe beben is a Submiſſion to this ne Diſ- 
penſation of the Goſpel-Coveniant, by being bap- 
| 8 in the Name off. Jeſus Chriſt. This is urged 
With the Motive in the Text, Fyr the Promiſè is 
o; you an to your Children, &c. q. d. The Pro- 
mile which encourages you to 72 this new . 
Covenant, by Baptiſm, is primari you, and 
Jour Children, as | the 'Dekeendent: fits 2 Alben; 
and /econdarity.to. 4s. ary of the Gentiles, "Who ure 
| HE efar off, Nad, Ds their Children 2 
A Aimiſtry of the WAY the YN our oo 


gt 


| of the 


(13) 


ſhall call „» It's plain then, that this Promiſe, 


whatever - intended by it, is urged as à Reaſon 


why they op to ſubmit to this new Inſtitution 


and be baptiſed in the Name of the 
Lord ef. This Reaſon then muſt hold 


with Re to all to whom the Promiſe is made; 


but che Promiſe Is made equally to em, and theit 


Childy#n ; it is therefore an equal Reaſon Why they, 


and den Childriy ſhould be baptiſed ; 5. e. If the 
Promife being made to them was any Reafoh why 


they ought to be baptiſed, as the ApoſHie expreily 
declares, then the ſame Promiſe extending to their 
Children, muſt be an equal Reaſon why Baptiſm 
mould be adminiſtered to them; nor can I poſſibly 
fee how the Apoſtle's Argument can have any 
more Forte with reſpect to the Parents, than it has 


with reſpect to the Children. The Sum of the Ar- 


ment is plainly this: The Promiſe is to you, there- 
ore be baptiſed in the Name of Jeſus Chriſt. 
But the Promife is to your Children alſo; therefore 
let your Children be baptiſed would ſcem a necefla- 
onſequence. —And indeed to ſuppoſe their Cit 


2 from Baptiſm, muſt render the 


oftle' Argon very confuſed and inconclu- 


; for then it muſt ſtand thus: The Promiſe is 


8 5 4 therefore be baptiſed in the Name of the 


1800 rd Jeſus ; the ſame Promiſe is equally to your 
Chiddren — yet let not your Children be baptiſed; 
for they are not the proper Subjects of ſuch an Or- 


dinance.—And what an Abfurdity is this? How 
_ eaſily might the Jews object and fay : I the Pro- 


ane to our Children is no Reaſon wh y they ſhould 
be baptifed, then neither is the Promis to us 


Ground or Reaſon why we would ſubmit to 74 
ew Inſtitution, and therefore to ſay the leaſt, 


chere is juſt nothing at all in the Argument. 


The 


Cn) _ 
The Jews, to whom the Apoltle is ſpeaking, 
knew very well, that under the ancient Diſpenſa- 
ion of the Covenant their Children were always 
included with the covenanted Parents, and that 
the Promiſe of Abraham's Covenant had always 


run in that Tenor, including Parents and Chil- 


dren.— When therefore the Apoſtle is perſuading 
them to come under this new Dilpenſation of the 


Covenant, he aſſures them that their Children are 
17 to continue in Poſſeſſion of their ancient Pri- 
for that very Promiſe, which included 
: Ku ines the Law, equally includes them now 
under the Goſpel. For obſerve, he does not ſay, 
the Promiſe was to you and your Children, but it 
is fil; otherwiſe they might naturally be ſuppoſed 
to object, that their Children were like to be in a 
worſe Condition under the Goſpel, than they were 
under. the Law; ; which muſt: greatly ſtrengthen 
| * Prejudices againſt the evangelical Diſpenſa- 
The Apoſtle therefore precludes any ſuch 
Objeftion by informing them, that they can loſe 
nothing by ſubmitting to this new Diſpenſation of 
the Covenant; for the Privileges of the Goſpel 
ſhould by no Means be more confined and limited | 


than thoſe of the Law; but on the contrary more 


enlarged : for under the Law- the Promiſe was 
only to them and their Children, as Deſcendants 
of Mrabam; but now it ſhall extend to all among 
the Gentiles, and their Oo allo, whom the | 
Lord our God | ſhall call. | 

All that. is further neceſſary to ew this Text 
an unanſwerable Argument for the Right of In- 
fants to Baptiſm, is only to prove theſe two Points. 
1. That by the Promiſe here, muſt be under - 


ſtogd 10 Corenant-Promiſe made to . 


4458 « * - * © * 0 - * , | © % „ ® 
4 -- * on 


3 15) 
Which gave his Infant-Children à Right + to he | 
— of Circumciſion. 

2. That the Word Children in che Text . not 
intend their adult Deſcendants, as ſome pretend, 
but their Infant-Offspring... 

If theſe two Things are proved, the Argument 
ſtands thus: The Covenant-Promiſe made to 
- Abrabam, which gave his Infant-Children a Right 
to Circumciſion under the Law, is now to you and 
your Infant Children under the Goſpel.— And this 
Promiſe being urged as a Reaſon why the Parents 
ſhould be baptiſed, muſt [neceſſarily carry an equal 
Reaſon for the Baptiſ, m of their Children; and muſt 
be ſo underſtood both by the ApPeſtle and his Jew- 
ſh Hearers. © 

The firſt Queſtion then is, whether by the Prove, | 
in the Text, the Apoſtle means that Covenant- _ 
Promiſe made to Abrabam, which entitled his In- 
fant-Children- to Circumciſion ?” This ſome deny, 
and ſuppoſe that by this Promiſe the Apoſtle ofily | 
intends: that of Foes Prophecy, which he had 
quoted in the preceding Sermon, from the 16th to 
the 22d Verſe; but let any one read that Prophecy 
of Joel, as quoted by the Apoſtle, in thoſe Verſes, 
and he muſt be immediately convinced, that tie 
extraordinary and miraculous Gifts of the Holy 
Ghoſt are there intended; conſequently that the Pro- 
miſe, contained in this Prophecy, could never here 2 
be urged, as a Ground or Motive to Baptiſm; - 
for extraordinary and miraculous Gifts, were nei- 
ther required, as the Ground of Baptiſm, or num- 
hered among the Bleſſings that uſually attend or flow .. 
from it. Nor is there the leaſt Intimation given 
in this Hiſtory, that the 3000 here baptiſed, did re- 
ceive theſe miraculous Gifts.—If therefore bis was 
the A the Apoſtle ſpeaks of to them and their 

Children " 


5 _ CC. 
_ Children, it will follow tbat the Promiſe was nat 
made good; for neither they nor their Children, 


{that we read gf) were ever poſſeſſed of theſe ex- 
Nordinary Gifts. Beſides, the Promiſe in Foe! 
ad already its Accompliſhment, in that extraordi- 
_. nay Effuſien of the Holy Ghoſt upon the Apoſtles. 

This St, Pater declares, and quotes the Promiſe qa 


can have no Reference to this, in the Promiſe 
here mentioned; ner can it with the leaſt Proprie- 
ty, be underitqpd of any thing elſe but that very 
PROMISE Which Gad made to Abrabam, when he 
took him, and his Infant-Children, into Cove- 
nant. This Covenant was ſo eminent, and ſo well 
kr that it yas often emphatically called Tun 
PRQMISE; Without any other Characteri ſtic or Note 
of Niſtinct ion. Thus the ſpiritual Seed of Abrabam 
are ſaid to be Heirs according to Taz Prowise. 
And in many other Places too numerous to men- 


tion. — But to gonclude this Point, the Apaſtle 


himſelf has plainly informed us, in angther Place, 
what he here intends by the Promiſe, {ce As iii. 
25: Where urging much the ſame Exhartation up- 
ga his Jewiſh 
it with this Argument; J are the Children - of the 
Covenant,  ubich God made with aur Fathers, Jayi 

unte Abraham, and in thy Seed foall all the Kiudres 
of the Zarih be bleſſed ; untg you firſt Cod bath raiſad 
yp. bis .8on_Jeſus, and fen bim 10 bleſs you, Bee. 
And as the Promiſe is here propounded as a Ma- 
tive and Obligation to Baptiſm, nothing could be 


more natural than for the eus ta underſtand it of 


the Promiſe of Arabam s Covenant, on. which 
was grounded the Ordinance of Circumciſion. 


Allowing then (for indeed it cannot with any 


Conliſtency be diſputed) that the Promiſe of Alra- 


ham's 


ſe to prgve his Declaration. It is plain then. 


Hearers, as he does here, he enforces 


e. W215 e . 


1 mY. 
lam Covenant! TY the Thing to which the A 
ede The ſecond Queſtion | is, "wha are 12 


by their Children, ro whom this Promiſe is ſaid 1 fe 


belong? Some ſuppoſe their adult Deſcendants, 
and not their Infant Offspring are the Children . 
here intended; but of this there is not the leaſt In- 
timation in the Text, nor does it at all A Agree with 
the Scope of the Apoſtle's Argument; nay, ſuch: - 
a Conſtruction would ſeem to make him | 
Nonſenſe ; fat then he muſt be underſtood thus, 
« The Promi i unto you and to your Children, 
bur not to them as your Children, - or as ſuſtaining 
any Relation to you; but when they ſhall adyanc 

to an adult Age, d be called by the Miniſtry o 
the Word; e Promiſe ſhall, be to ibem as 
well as to 5 . Which is no more than mi be | 
be ſaid of the Children of an Ethiopian. Why t 

is their Relation to their Parents mentioned at all 
and why are they joined with them, as the Sub- 
jects of * e if after all they are to ſtand o 
their own Footing, as Adults, as much as the Chil- 
dren of Heathens ? Nor does this Conſtruction cond 
ſiſt with the plain grammatical Senſe of the Words, 
for the Apoſtle does not fay the Promiſe is now 2 
you, and ſhall be to your Children Wen 
and called by the Wer, but the Promiſe 1s 58 . 
to you and our Children! by, which he | 

| 2 7 intends the preſent Privilege the J 
Children enjoy, above the preſent unconvert 
Centiles, who are ſaid to be afar off, and to whom 
he ſays: the Promiſe ſhall belong when called into 
a Church- State, and to their Children alſo. F 
_ _ Having thus proyed that by the Prowinss here 
he Apoſtle means the Covenant ade with Abra- 
8 * by CumpkkEx, their of. ant Offspring, 

* en is Plan, * if the krone is N. 


poſed, 


ON 


646 
ofed- 28 4 Reaſbn | the Parents would be 
aptiſed. as the Text | afferts; it is then an 
equal Reaſon, why S. m uld be adminiſtered 
| hos, their Children ; for the Promiſe is equally to 


thus er plained the. Text, 1 ſhall en- 
ilhiftrat and eſtabliſh this Propoſi- 
ti6h. CY 


l Phat the Hafen, ClBUren of abe or cove- 
nanted Parents bave a Right to the Seal of Hhe Covt- 


2 


want, unde, 1hb Goſpel, as nuch &s they had unter tb 


Laub, aud therefore to be Baptiſed. To ft 
this in a proper Light 1 bal attempt to the, 


I. The Sctiptare Ground on w we. cof 
we por _ ghr 


"If. The Evidence we have both fem defies 
at Hiftofy that the Baptiſm of Infatits was the 
common Practice boch of the 3 and the 
ptimitive.< Church. And, 


mM. f hall attempt x $oliiti6n of the mitt ts 


ga at tar Oct rb 185 


oo We is 
which the 
And this, Ground is the Covenant that God madt 


. d 


wich the So 6 bn 


with raum and His Seed, the Tüftitation of 


_ Eircarnitifionr as a Seat of that Covenant, and 
the Adminiſttatiom of that Seal, by God's Ap» 
Eo uſion is natural, (vixz.) that the Tinfaht- 

ren of eovenanted Parents had, by God's Ap- 


| pon, Right to tte external Seal of the Cb 
n venant 


Right of Infants to Baptiſm is founded, 


tment, to his Infant-Children, whente this 


1 
a 
0 


eo 
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69) | 
venant under the Law, and therefore,” 26; ahe 


ſame Covenant continues, they have dounuleGs. 
the ſame Right under the Goſpel. | 


To bring out this Concluſion, that they heve the 


ſuns Right under the Goſpel, I fhall ae * 


prove theſe three Things. 

i. That the Covenant made with Abrabem 94s 6 
Covenant of Grace, and the ſame for Subſtance iat it 
now in Force under the Goſpel. 

ti. That Circumciſion was the external. Seal of this. 
Covenant, and was by God's Appdintmont adminifere. 
10 Infant. Chiluren. 

ii. That Baptiſm is now geo of the ſame Cover 
nant, inflituted in the Roow of Citeuligifon, and 
therefore ought 10 be admimftered te the fome Subjefrn, 
viz. to the te Infant-Children of covengnten Parents. 

i. The Covenant made with Abraham wat 4 Cauee 
nant of Grace, and the ſame for Subſtans that is wow 
in Force under tbe Gaſpel. This I took ypon to be. 
the grand turning Point on which the Iſſue gf the 
Contraverſy very much ; for if Mrabam s 
Covenant, which included his Infant-Children, 
and gave them — 1 was not 
the Covenant race, 
the main Ground on which we r . N ct 
Infants to Baptiſm, is taken away and cen 5 
the principal e in ſupport af the Doc- 


trine are overtyrnett. 

But on the other. da, if ibis Corenant, 
which included 4brabant's Children, and gave them 
a Right to Circumoißon, was the ſame Covenant 
of Grace, under which the ſpiritual Sesd of Abrg>, 
ham nom are; then, I think, the IT 
tion of Believe s Children, ie 
Right ta the Seal of tha Cavenast, winger the 
pas ax well as under the Lau, is 10 


ſputable. liz 
+ C 2 Af 


I 


(2⁰ | 
And that Mabuse Covenant was the ſame Co- 
venant of Grace, that now ſubſiſts under the Gol- 
pel, T ſhall prove from the following Arguments. 
I. The Nature of the Covenant 4/e/f, and the 
Tenor of the Promiſe it contains; are the ſame. with 
the Covenant of Grace, ſee Gev. xvii. 7. And I will 
eRtabliſh my Covenant between me and thee, and thy Seed 
after thee, in their Generations, for an everlaſting Cove- 
nant; TO BE a GOD TO THEE AND THY SEED AFTER 
THEE. Now this is the conſtant Stile of the Cove- 
nant of Grace. 1 III BE 4 Gop ro THERE, 
&c. God never was, or ever will be a God to 
any Man, fince the Fall, in the Senſe of that 
Phraſe, but through Chriſt, and by a Covenant 
of Grace. Hence the Apoſtle mentions this, as 
the expreſs Tenor of the Covenant of Grace, and 
the grand Sum of all the Promiſes it contains, ſee 
HxEB. viii. 10. T will be to tbem à God, and they 
ſhalt: be to me 4 People. © A greater Good than this 
cannot be promiſed; for it is the Sum of eternal 
Life. Hence keis fad: Rx v. xxi. 7. He that over- 
cometh, © ball inberit all Things, 4d 1 WILL BE 
'HIS God. Hs therefore Abraham's Covenant pro- 
miſed the greateſt -Blefſing that can be promiſed, 
even the very Tame, in expreſs Words, as is pro- 
miſed in the Covenant of Grace: it muſt be 
the ſame Covetiant, or elſe there muſt be two Co- 
venants promiſing the ſame thing, and in 
E Which is abſüicl. che ad 0 2% 
2. The Apoſtle teſtifies that Believers de 
| its Goſpel are the ſpiritual Sead of Arabum, and 
confequen dently⸗ Heits of the Promiſe of Abraham's 
Covenant, and if ſo, then ſurely his Covenant 
muſt have been the Covenant! of: Grace, ſince it 
was the ſame' which Believers are under nou, and 
Fro be to the End: of. LR; mums GAS. iii. — 
141 : An 


enn ee 


KST BY 


a Covenant of Grace. A+ was 


| 
(621 | . 


And ii ye be Grin, then abi Abbate Sed 


and Heirs according to ibe Promiſe. -- What Promiſe? 
why the Promiſe of Mrabams Covenant; that be 
would be 4. Oud to bim, and bis Seed after bim. It 
is plain then that the Covenant that" promiſerh 
this, and of which all Believers, under the Goſi 
pel, are Heirs, muſt be the Covenant of race. 

3. The Apoſtle tells us, "that! the Covenant 
made with Abraham was confined of God. in Chrift, 
GAL. lii. 17. but no Covenant made with Man, 
was ever ' confirmed: of God in Cbriſ, but the Cove- 


nant of Grace; for there was no Mediator in 1 


other Covenant; therefore ae nN 


4. We are abundantly. alleedd. "tdi . 
was juſtißed by Faith, as all Believers are under 


the Goſpeh Row. iv. 3, 23. But no Covenant 


in the Univerle ever did, or can admit of J uſtifica- 
tion by Faith, except the Covenant of Grace; 
therefore as all Believers have Communion with 
Abraham, in this grand Covenant- Privilege of 


Juſtification, and are juſtified on the ſame Terms | 


with um; it certainly muſt follow, that if Be- 
lievers are now under the Covenant of Grace, ſo 
was Abraham alſo.” Let me add to this, that — 
Scripture aſſures: us, in plain Terms, that the < 

Pal was preached unto Abraham; in that Article: bf 
bis. Covenant, in ibee Hall all Nations be bleſſed. 
Therefore if the Goſpel, contains the Covenant of 
Grace, I hope the Point will admit of no further 


Diſpute. From the Whole I think I may 


now fairly draw this Concluſion; that the Coves 


nant made with | Abraham, including his Infant. 
Children, was the ſame for Subſtance, with 


which is now in Force with Believexs under 
Golgel, and differed only in the external Mode of 
: | Adminiſtra_ 
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2 between me ad, every Man Child among 


(: 22 ) | 
I Adtvinifiration For (1) the Matter of the Co- 
venant is the ame mill be your Gad, and tbe Cad 


of your Stad, and ye ſball be. my Peaple. (2) The 
Term, or Condition of the Covenant is the ſame; 


far! in both Juſtifcation is by Faith, without 
Works. (3) The Mediator of the Covenant is the 
ſame, Fefets Chrifi- the ſame, Teftenday, To-day, and 
forever: ) (4) The Sacraments under each Admi- 
viſtration, (though confiſting of different Rites) 


had che ſame ſpiritual Uſe and Meaning. Hence 


the Apoſtle aſſerts, that the Church of act, un- 
der: Aurabum's Covenant, by Incidents and Actions 
which had a typical Reference ta the Sacraments, 
did eat the SAME ſpiritual Meat, and drink the sau 
Drink, wich Believers, under the Go 


l, 
for they drank of the' Rack e them, les 


Rock-wes Chi. 

Thus I think it a - beyond Contradiction, 
that the Covenant, made with Abrabam and his 
Seed, was the Covenant of Grace; and the ſame 
of which the ſpiritual Seed of Mraban are Heirs. 
under the Goſpel. And it is no Objection. to the 


above mentioned" Concluſion, that the Promiſe of 


the Land af Canaan was included in that Cave- 


nant; for temporal Bleſſings are included in the 
Covenant of Grace. Godtzneſs is profitable unte al! 


Things, baving the PROMISE of the Life, that now. 
is, as well as for that which is to come, 1 Tim. iv. 8. 


ü. Circuwcifion wwas' @ Seal of this Covenant of 


Grace, and wa, by God's Appointment, adminiſtered 

10 lafant- Children. That it was the Token, on 
Seal of 4brabdm's Covenant, you fee in the very: 
loftitution, GER. xvu. 11. 7 all be circumciſed, _ 
and it ſhall he a Token of the Covenant between mo and - 
xe. And again, ibis is wy Covenant, which: yo 


n en 8 


('43)). | 

be ktircumei ſed. And the A un 

— Row. 21 1. Thi — — recti ve 150 
Sign 


of Cireuimiifion, a Seal of tht Righteouſneſs "of = 
Faith : and that the Promiſe of his Covenant was 


zus throiggh 164 Righteoltſneſs ef Farth i. e. ths 
Covenant of Grace; for what has Faith to/d6 
with a legal Covenant of Works ? And rhat this 
Seal of the Covenant was, by God's Appdintment; 
| adtfiniſtered to the Infant- Children of AbPaban's 
Poſterity, in all their ſuceceding Generations; - will 
hot be gente by ay; Who have fead the kei ef | 
the Old Teſtament. 
No froth theſe two Paopofaions, that the Co- 
vetaAt With Aube was the Covehaßt bf Gthos, 
and that Ctreumcihem was the Seat of chat Cove: 
nant, and adminiſtered to Infant-CMIdren by 
God's Appeintment, it follsws, ds plain a any 
Conſyguenee can follow, that the Chlſdten of ch 
fetdbtate Parents, were once ifidluded, rogetlier 
with their Furents, in the Covenatit of Grate. 
That this * the Caſe of Abraben'a Childrefi. 


Has been un proved; and that this\ was che 
Caſe bf the 3 undder the 


tion, is evident from thetheprefs Wer woot 
16. and onwaey here we have # Renewal 
the ſame Covenant. 
Te uni this Day, all of ven, 1 
_ AN ef you? Tribes, your Elders, and 

"Ot all 4 of Ia Joey Efie. 
#1 the Sitanger that is i hy 
"oth obs Web of thy Word, um the Drawer 
Maier; that oi boni enter imo Gu 
n the Lori thy God, and into Bit Gun, wi 
the Lern thy God Madel edi zs this Buy; that bs 


My Dl de n Dy fob + Fh uu lf, ind 


0 
2 


not to Abrabam, and hig Jeed, tbrougb the LW. 


ö 900) I 
| n may ene Abge a Cod. c. Obſerve how 
their.LicTLE-oNnEs are Partakers in this ſolemn 
Tranſaction. Tle then who denies that Children 
were taken into this. Covenant, may as well deny 
this to be the Word of God. Nay, it is evident, 

from the conſtant Practice of circumciſing Infants, 
that they were akveys conſidered. as included with 

the con · fcœderate Parents; and on this. Footing, 
that Seal of the Covenant was adminiſtered. Since 
ten the Children of con- fœderate Parents were, 
by God himſelf, admitted into Covenant, they 
muſt, ſtil] be acknowleged hy God as Parties in the 


new Covenant, or rather new "Adminiſtration of 
the Covenant; and ought to be /o acknowle; 
by us, unleſs there is good Ground for their Ex- 
cluſion, for a Privilege, once granted to the 
Church, muſt continue through all Ages, unleſs 
— Donor is . to revoke it; and that the 
nant · Intereſt of Children is a Privilege, the 
Apoſtle plainly, proves, in his Anſwer to the Quel- 
tion, N bai Advantage hath the Jew,: and what Pro- 
It i there in Circumciſion? Much every u. Da- | 
vi. acknowledged it a Privilege, and pleaded. it 
before Gd. Tam thy; Servant, and. the Son of by 
Hand Maid, Plalz; xvi. 46, Now Af if this be 3 
Privilege, And, Gd. has ane Lent dit to his 
Church, when has he ever revoked. it? It is cer; | 
tain he <id receive; Children into his Ohurch, with | 
their Parents, and granted them the Seal; this is 
J 
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— Fact. 8 has he given the leaſt Inti- 

tion, that it was his Deſign ever to exclude them? 

re is not a ſingle Text in the Bible, that teaches ; 
Kore expreſsiy or by Conſequence, that they ought ( 
to be cut off from, that auient Privilege. Neider 
has Jeſus kg by any Doctrine, or Ir itu wad 0 
debared them. from their Covenanc-Intereſh,, 6 
2.31 9 


rather 


* 


- , 8 , r , . , ds. i Td 1 85 a 
* | 


* . 
1 it, as 1 mall wo , 


Phere'is nothing in the Nite,” or v Conftituridn | 
of the 95175 FO pen that excludes them; no 
can 77 eaſon be Tabel for K r their In- 
. ; for they are as capable _ 3 e og, 
of the 8 eal'of the Covenant, 
der the 175. Therefore, ſince it it Fail, 
% God has of old dec Infants into Covenant, 
nd has never fince, either directly, or conſequenti- 
Mt debared, or cut them off Ho this Privi- 
i: | — fince ng Reafon can be affigned, why 
4 to de excluded; T muſt, Iam Neben 
eye that it is ll his Will that they ſhould 
An as Parties in his Covenant, and enti- | 
ted to the external Seal. 
ij. I now proceed to the ding Thing that 250 
72 Coe under the 7505 general Head, (viz,) Th, 


n i, 4 Seal of the ſame 9 made wit 
2 inflituted lin is Room of Circamcifto 
' tberefore 0 95 10 be adminiftert, to the Childs 7 
profeſſed Believer, 
If the Ee t made with Foie way 
1 Covenant of Grace, and an evetlafti Cove: 
nant, as. has been proved, then then Barely uſt be 
Seal of the ſame Covenant, and have been! 
ſtitüteg in the Room of dich a, juſt Find: the 
Lord's. Su r is inſtiruted in the Room of the an- 
cient Paffover ; and this the Apoſtle 955 1 5 
to be the Caſe, Col, ji. {LP In 'whom 12 ye are [44 | 
— with the Circumciſion made _ 7 
ting off the Buch 9 of i the Sins of the” 


Geer of c, buried dh Ms i 845 : 


Here it is 3 to obſerve, that the Calo 

were exed with Judaizing Teachers, urgin 

up Neef of Cltcurncifion The Apoſtle = * 
2 D em 
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(26) 
chem they needtit not but are co lete io Chun 
without that Jewiſh Rite, ſince they hen bp 
tiſed in the Name of the Lord Jeſus; ich he 
o Circumciſion of Chriſt, or, as it might be ren- 
dered, the Chriſtian Circumciſion, which exactly 
anſwers the ſpiritual Uſe and Deſign of that Jew- 
iſh Inftitution. , What then can be meant by the 
Circumciſion of Chriſt, but Baptiſm ? It cannot 
be the Circumciſion that Chriſt received when an 
Infant; for that was the Jewiſh Rite the Apoſtle 
was arguing againſt. It cannot be the ſpiritual 
Circumciſion of the Heart; for this is mentioned 
in the foregoing Clauſe, and called a Circumciſion 
without Hands. And to underſtand this Circum- 
ciſion of Chriſt to be the ſame, would make an 
unreaſonable Tautology; as if he had ſaid, ye are 
circumciſed with the, ſpiritual Circumciſion by the 
ſpiritual. Circumciſion, which would have - 
Nonſenſe. But the Apoſtle has put it out of all 
Doubt; for he ONE the Circumciſion of Chriſt, 
to mean, their being buried with him in Ba 
The plain Senſe then is, Ye have the myſtical, In- 
tention of that Jewiſh Rite in the Circumciſion of 
Chhriſt, which is * baptized in the Name of 
the Lord. But, 
_ 2dy,, Baptiſm. ſignifies. the fame Thing with 
Circumciſion, and may we not therefore conclude 
that Baptiſm was inſtituted in its Room? Did the 
Blood 5 Circumciſion point to the Blood of Jeſus 
Chriſt, as that whereby Guilt is removed? ſo does 
the Water of Baptiſm. Did Circumciſion ſignify 
our natural Corruption, and our Need of Regene- 
ration and Sanctification by the Spirit? ſo does 
Baptiſm. Was Circumciſion the Sacrament of 
Admiſſion into that Church of ee ? ſo is. Baptiſm 
into the Chriſtian THO: as Circumciſion a 
Badge 


(93 | 
it Badge of Relation to the God of MH f. io is 2 


* tiſm of Relation to Chriſt. And Was Circumciſion 
, $1, and Seal of the Covenant of Grace, and of 


I” Righteouſneſs 'of F ith! 1 ſo 18 Baptiſm. The 
* 5 alogy 1 in theſe, and in many other Particulars, 
A that might be mentioned,” mainly ſhews, that 
ne Baptiſm (was inſtituted” in the Room | 'of Cireiit- 
Oc eißon. | : 1 ons 23773 

* Am. PO Tf ITE does not come in the 


le Rhone of Circumciſion,” then we have no Ordi- 
nance” anſwering” to chat Jewiſh' Rite, and _— 
d veritly the Chriſtiat” Church, *by y the Coming © 
Genn has et Sete bf . Seen, which 
= | was reckoned of fingular Advancage” ic the Jewim 
M Diſpenſation; for the Prat e, Citumaſion, the 
* poſtle afſerts, as much Every Way." And ff fo, 
he the Chriſtian Church has loft much. rf Way, | 
cn | by having noching appointed i in its Stead. We find 
all that, other Infticutions, under the Old? 1 
ſt, are fupp lied by ſomething anfwetable in the N 
N. Inſtead of the Paſſover, we Hare the Lord's- ba 
»Y . — 72 Inſtead of the Jewiſh- -Priefts, OUT. 
| Inſtead of the meeting of ribes at 
"the Temple, dur Chriſtian Amblies. ""Triſtead 
of the Seventh Day Sabbath, ur have the firſt 
Buy er the Weck, Al be, Siothing” ſcan) 
Circumciſion? Is a divine Ordinance totally felt? 
Surely ſuch a Suppoſition is abſurd. And if y 
thing does ſucceed Ciretimcilion, Baptiſm 
tainl/ ftands the faireſt for its Subceſfor, as it . 
che fame Uſe and Meaning, and is a Sign of the 
faine'Covenant. 11d ot 3 or 2 e 1 
N if Biptifini ſucceeds Circumeiſion, as 4 Sea 
of the ſame Covefrant, is it not an undeniable In- 
3 that it ought to be adminiſtered to the 
CUE D 2 ſame 
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Their N the Covenant-Relas 


SL FD PS: the. Goſpel, as * 0 


probability we, have th; 

9 ny 9: acne Gil Idren meg thoſe 9 

they aptized 4 wy. 
7 «Then it is W ark. that the 
Apoſtle did allow the Covenant - Intereſt of Ni 
ren, under the :Golpel, as well as rage | 
aw. I have already ſhewh, that 9 
lainly aſſerts, oh the Prom 
Covenant was: to Believers and 
| n and to this I. would add bar | 
| pt Wi "I ct N Py 
z chess and if. ſame. of the Branches be 33 
aud 7 being ac Olive-Tree, wert 75 2 | 
17580 . e uo the Ra wy 
” $..0 live- Tree, ow 
| Apoille To fg I and by 
the Branches ** ofterity, who in the 
ſame > Privileges | with him, by Virwe of ein In- 
a terelt in the ſame Covenant, till they were broken 
| off. Here then is plainly aſſerted the 
| eee Covenant Intereſt of the Children of 
s. If the Root *. ＋ 


— * or truly gracious Habit (for no Parent can 
canvey real Holineſs to his Children) it muſt then 
mean 2 federal or Covenant-Holine "hack as de. 
nominated the Jews in general, a holy Nation; 
not that they were all truly gracious, but viſibly 
dedicated to God, and Members of his viſibſe 
Church; and in conſequence of this, had his Ordi- 
I nanees adminiſtered to them. This is the Holineſs 
| * weeds for the. Children of Belicy 


vers, or con- 
erate 


(30 ) 

Waerate Parents. Now it is here aſſerted, that 
the bekeving Gentiles, are fo ingrafted into this 
Stock, and ſo united to Mrabam, 5 Covenant- 
Relation, as to partake” of the ſame Privileges 
that Abraham's Children once did, and from' which 
they were now broken off. For obſerve, the 
Grafted in, anfwers — 52 to the Broken off. The 
Broten off of the Jews, © was from the "viſible 

Church, ſo is che "Grafred in, of the Gentizes, e into 

the viſible Church alſo. © 

The Broten off reached da and Children, 
and ſo mut the Grafted i in. And if the "believing 
Gentiles partook of the Fatneſs of the ame Olive, 

T. e. of the ſame Privileges" of Which the' Jews = 
then their Children ene muſt be included” in 

the Covenant, and entitled to the external Seal; 

for thar the Jewiſh Children" were is plain Fact; 
and if Gentile Children are excluded, and not ta- 
ken into Covenant, by Ba + eF as the others 
were by Circumciſion, then N 80 not Partake of 
the Tous Privileges with the eue, who are broken 
off, and conſequently the Apoſtle's Afﬀertion muſt 
be falſe, and his Argument inconcluſive. 
Another Text which proves the Leer ner 
elt of the Infants of believing” P in the 
Judgment of the Apoſtle 16,1 Or: rg For 
the unbelieving Huſband is ſanbii fed by the Wife: and 
the unbelieving Mife is ſantiified by the Huſband; *elſe 
were your Children unclean, but now art they "holy. 
＋ he Queſtion Propoſed Was nes 3 Whether" it -was 
Jawful for 4 * believing” Huſband © er "Wife, 10 
live with their Aalen Companion „ This the 
Apoſtle N in the Affirmative, for which he 
5 12 this Reaſon, the Unbeliever is ſanctiſied by the 
— poo whoſe Duty! it is to conſecrate his All to 
„ * y does, elſe were your Children 


unclean, 


+ 
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( 31 ) 5 
unclean, but now are they holy. This is a plain 

Intimation, that it would not be conſiſtent with 
the Chriſtian Character, to continue ina Marri- 
age-Relation with an Infidel, if their Children 
would, in ſuch Caſe, be unclean. Here unclean, 
and holy, are ſet in direct Oppoſition. - Now to be 
unclean in the Stile of Scripture, as oppoſed to 
holy, is to be out of the viſible. Church, or with- 
out any viſible Intereſt in, or Covenant -Relation 
to God, ſee Alls x. 14. where Peter uſes the Word 
unclean, with reference to Cornelius, becauſe he was 
not viſibly in Covenant, being a Gentile. And on 
the other Hand, to be holy, muſt ſignify to have 
a. viſible Intereſt in the Covenant, or viſibly to be- 
long to God. So that the Covenant: Relation of 
the Children of believing Parents is here plainly 
aſſerted. What elſe can be meant by their being 

holy? It cannot mean Legitimacy, as ſome pretendʒ 
for the Legitimacy of Children has no Dependence 
on the relative Character, or Profeſſion of their 


Parents, but only on a lawful Marriage; which is 


no peculiar Privilege of the Church, but of Man- 
kind in general. It cannot mean a real internal 
Holineſs; for this is not at all derived from the 
moſt eminent believing Parents. But it is plain, the 
Apoſtle here means ſome Kind of Holineſs that 
depends on one of the Parents being a Believer, 
and without which they would be unclean, If this 
then is not a fœderal Holineſs, or a viſible Cove; 


nant-Relation, let any Man, if he; can, tell what 


it is. If it is a fœderal Holineſs, or Covenant- 
Relation, then here is a plain Proof, that the 
Apoſtle looked upon the Children of con- fœderate 
Parents, as having the ſame Intereſt, in the Cove- 
nant, under the Goſpel, as they had under the 
Law; and if they had the ſame Intereſt in the 


910201107 Covenant, 


. 
mk, they had the fame Right to the extor- 
nal Seal: for a Right to Baptiſm is acknow 
| by all, to be founded on a viſible Intereſt in the 
Covenant of Grace. This gave Abraham and his 
Children a Right to Circumciſion under the Law; 
and this it is that gives both Parents and Children 
a Right to Baptiſm under the Goſpel. Now if the 
Apoſtle looked on the Children of believing Pa- 
rents, as having an Intereſt in the Coven -of 
Grace, as has been proved, and if they eſteemed 
a" viſible Covenant-Intereſt to be the Ground of 
Admiſſion to Baptiſin, which none will deny, then 
we have undeniable Evidence, that they did in 
Fact baptize the Chiidren of all Profeſſing Be- 
levers; and that they underſtood their Commiſ- 
ſion, as authorizing them ſo to do, when they were 
| bid to go and teach all Nations, baptizing them in the 
Name of the Father, of the Son, and of the 1 
x». The Word teach, is, in the Original, to 
e Diſciples, or learn; and Children are ca- 
pable i in this Senſe of beige made Diſciples; nay, 
the Children of believing Parents under the Goſ- 
— are called Diſciples expreſsly, As xv. 10. 
there ſors, - why — og to Lax a Yoke pen 
the Neck of the Diſciples, x. 
s7The- Yoke here mentioned was Circurneiign, 
whieh was appointed to be adminiſtered to Infane- 
Children, as you ſee in the Context; therefore = 
Children are called Diſciples, and as they are ca: 
ible of admitted, as Learners, in the School 
of Chriſt,” and have that Intereſt in the Covenant, 
on which chat Right of Baptiſm is founded; they 
muſt be included in the Words, all Martens, men- 


tioned in the Commiſſion: And, beſides this clear 


Evidence, that they underſtood their Commiſſion 
to include Believers! — we have alſo, from 
2 


n erer TH eee es N 
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Scripture- Accounts, the higheſt Probability that 
their general Practice was accordingly; for we 
read that they baptized whole Houſholds.. For 
inftance, Dydia, and her Houſhold, the Jailor, 
and all that were bis, and the 'Houſhold of Ste- 
And is it probable that there were no 
Infant-Children in any of theſe Families? We 
read, when God ſmote the Firſt- born of er, 
there was not an Houſe, in which there was not 
one dead; conſequently not an Houſe in Zpypt, in 
which there was not a Child. And is it probable, 
or credible to an unprejudiced Mind, that in all 
the Houſholds baptized, there was not one Child? 
Suppoſe it had been ſaid of one proſelyted to the 
Jewiſh” Religion, that he, and his Houſhold, or 
that he, and all his, were circumciſed; would any 
doubt whether his Infant- Children were circum- 

ciſed t I believe not: for this was a known Prac- 
tice, ever ſince Yrabam's Covenant, to receive 
the Children with the Parents into a Covenant-Re- 
lation. And I have ſhewn that the ſame Reaſons 
hold for their Admiſſion under the Goſpel. It 
would ſeem then, as it had always been the Prac- 
. tice of the Church, to adminiſter the Seal of the 
Covenant to the Infants of con - fœderate Pa- 
rents, that there would have been ſome Diſappro- 
bation of it, or ſome expreſs Declaration againſt it, 
if it is not to be continued. So great a Change as 
that of caſting Infants out of the viſible Church, 
who had been admitted for ſo many hundred Tears, 
by a divine Appointment, can hardly be ſuppoſed, 

- without an expreſs Declaration forbidding them. 
Would the Apoſtles have refuſed them that 
Christian. Memberſhip,” and the Seal of the Cove- 
nant, which they had ſo long enjoyed, without 
* * char Purpoſe ? —_— 
* | | , 7 
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they had received ſuch a Command, and in con- 

ſequence, made ſo great a Change in the Conſtitu- 
tion of the Church, ſhould we have had no Ac- 
. count of it? would it not have made a Noiſe and 
-Stir among the helieving Jets, or at leaſt, have 
been à Matter of Record? Since therefore Infants 

-were admitted to the Seal of the Covenant of Grace 
till che Apoſtles? Day, and ſince we have no Ac- 
count that they ever rejected them, or cut them 
off from that Privilege: and eſpecially ſince: they 
baptized whole Houſholds, upon the Converſion 


of the Parents, or Heads of the Family, we have, 


I think, ſufficient Evidence, that it was W un- 
mon Practice to baptize them. 
I now paſs on to conſider the desc which 
we have, that the Baptiſm of Children. was the 
- conſtant” Practice of the primitive Church from 


the Apoſtles Time; which: will «ſtill» confirm the 


Evidence that it was their Practice alſo. For it 
ppoſed but that thoſe, who lived ſo 
near the Apoſtles, as the firſt; ſecond, and third 
Centuries, muſt have known what was the Prac- 
tice of the Apoſtles themſelves, and that they prac- 


tiſed accordingly. For it is allowed by all, that 
* Church was: then in its Purity, and not cor- 


with Innovations, and Superſtitions: and 
the Writers of thoſe Times are not only Witneſſcs, 
that Infant - Baptiſm was the Practice in their Day, 
but expreſsly declare, ſome of them, that it was 
the Practice of the Apoſtles nn a of 
the Church from their Time. 

The 1 Evidence 1 would produce is e 
who, by the beſt Accounts, was born beſore the 
Death of the Apoſtle Jobn, and was well acquaint- 
ed with Polycarp, who was Fobn's Diſciple 3 and 
9 885 could: not be e nen Ns. 

tice 


Character 


e 
ner of che Church down to his Time. It is true, 
he mentions Infant Baptiſm only tranſiently for 
it had not chen been a Matter of Diſpute, and 
therefore there "Was no Seat Swen! Tor "ravilis 
about it. 8 py: 
It muſt 10 be WU ue, dun de and 75 
W Fathers, when they ſpokb of Baß tiſmi; uf 
Thing ſignified for theShgh ; and, bs . — Dia. 
Teſtament, Citeurgcifion 5 Called: the Covenant, 
inſtead of the Sign and Seal of Covenants d by 
Trents, and others, Baptiſm is called Regeneration 
becauſe it is the outward Sign of R ere 4 
the Renewing of the Holy Ghoſt. With hour 
much Propriety he calls it ſo is nothing to me, if 
it rs that he does call it ſo, and under that 
peaks of it as commanded to Children 
and Little- ones, his Teſtimony is directly to the 
Purpoſe. And that he does uſe the Word Rege- 
neration for Baptiſm, is plain from his own Words: 
ben Chriſt, ſays be, gave bis Di ſciples' the Com- 
<« mand of Regeneruting unto God, be ſaid, Go und 
teach all Nations, baptizing them in the Nume vf 

Fatber, and of the Son, and of "the Holy Ghoſt.” 
Here it is plain, that by the Command of regene- 
rating, he means the Command of baptizing; not 
that he ſuppoſes Baptiſm was Regeneration; but 


he puts the Thing fignified for the Sign, juſt as 


God himſelf does, when he calls Circumclkon his 
Covenant, which was a Sign or Token of His Co- 
venanit, - | 
Allowing heh "that he as Regeneration for 

Baptiſm, as the above Quotation plain proves, 

his Teſtimony is plain 108 the Bapti fins Infants ; 
for he adds . Chriſt came to ove 1 thoſe,” dy by bim 
c are regenerated unto God; i. e. baptized) both 
* ' Infants and Litth-ones, and young Men and -elder!y 
E 2 [17 Perſons. 56 


16360 
% Perſons.” Here * ſpeaks of Infants and Little- 
ones, being ated unto God. And that he 
uſes the Word Regeneration for Baptiſm, putting 
the Thing ſignified for the Sign, is further evident 
from the concurring Practice of his contemporary 
Writers 3 y Fuſtin Martyr, who has 
E Words: py are . in 2 


wprity in _— | 
ng to the preſent 
—— for that Wh ade call it ſo, is undeni- 
ably Fact from theſe Quotations ; and it is equally 
fact that they ſpoke of ĩt as commanded to Infants, 
and Little-ones,.. as, well as young Men, a el. _ 
derly Perſons. - \ 

Ia the Beginning of che third Century, Ohe 
expreſsly declares 923 to have been the 
conſtant Uſe of the Church. The Occaſion of his 
mentioning it was this, he was attempting, in the 
eighth Homily, to prove the Doctrine of Original 
Sin, and that Infants were guilty as ſoon as born, 
and makes uſe of their Baptiſm as an Argument. 
Te Baptiſm. of Children, . ſays be, is given for the 
© Forgroeneſs. of Sins: But why, continues be, are. 
6 ' In 87 by the Uſage. f the  Charch,, baptized, Þ 
they have nothing. that wants Forgiveneſs? And 

« 75 in, be adds, It is becauſe by the Sacrament of. 
aptiſin the. Pollution of our Birth is taken away, 
« that Infants are baptiſed *. Wh, . . 
7 the ſame Purpoſe: 7c 
Neere is as plain a \ Teſtimony: as can be given, 
that Infant-Ba ptiſm Was the ning Uſage of 
the Church; = that it was then a Point out of 
all Diſpute ; or elſe he never would have thought 
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it an Argument to. prove Original Sin. Nay, he 
not only aſſerts it to be the Uſage: of the Church 


in his Lime, but declares; that the received it 


from the Apoſtles; for in his Comment on the 
Epiſtle to the Romans, he has theſe Words: The _ 
« Church bad alſo, ſrom the Apoſtles, an Order io 
<& give Baptiſm 4 Infants, far tbey, to whom tb 
divine Myſteries were mm. knew'1that there 
« mag, in all. Perſons, . 4. natural. Pallution, .\which 

« ought, to be woſhed away by. Water, and 1 * 


3 9 
« Spirit.“ 147 Ie * 20010 BD $1 11. es ef 


Now Origes was born about the Yo as our 


Lord 48 3, within 100 Years f the Apoſtles 
themſelves. Both his Father and Grandfather 


were Chriſtians. | He was one of the moſt learned 
Men of that Age, and preached the Goſpel in 
Rome, in Greece, in Paleſtine, and Syria, and there 
fore could not but be acquainted with the Uſage 


of all the Churches. And the Manner in which he 
ſpeaks of it makes his Evidence the ſtrongeſt, as be 


uſes it for an Argument to prove another Doctrine, 
(viz.) Original Sin, which he could not have 
done with any Propriety, if it had not been an uni- 


verſally acknowledged Truth in his Day 
WW — — alſo, who was contemporary with 


Origen, gives us a plain Proof, that Infant. -Bap- 


tiſm was the conſtant Practice of the Church 


It is true, he ſpeaks ag 8 "I od adviſes.ahat 
it ſhould be delayed. ll & grown to Tears, nay, till 
after Marriage. The Reaſon was, he had enter- 
tained a Notion, that tins, committed after 
tiſm, were next to, if not utterly unpardonable; 


and therefore adviſed that the Baptiſm of Children 


- ſhould, be delayed, unleſs in Caſe of Neceſſity, 
even till after Marriage, imagining they would 


then 
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that Baptiſm ought not to be delayed till t 


9 

then be leſs liable to Temptation, c. Man 7 other 
2 and ſingular Opinions are found in his Wri- 

tings, and therefore it may be remembered; that 
I neither quote him, or any otber of the Pathers, 
with a View to be determined, by their Opinions, 
whether Infants. ought to be baptized, or not, 
but only to pro ve what” was Matter of Fact, 
that the Baptiſm of Children was the Practice of 
the Chureh, Whether right -or wrong; and Ter- 
rallian ſpealing againſt it. (for the Reaſons ahove- 
mentioned) is as plain a Proof of the Fact as any 
of the reſt. For if it was not the Cuſtom to bap- 
tiſe Children hy ſhoüld he ſpeak againſt it? 
Surely he wouſd not fight with his own Shadow, 


or oppoſe a Practice, or Cuſtom, that had no 


Exiſtence. And beſides, he allows it in Caſes of 
Neceſſity, i. e. when in Danger of Death; ſo that 
he was only againſt it for the abſurd Reaſon he 


' mentions, leſt they ſhould fall into more aggra- 


vated Sin. And therefore he would not ' have it 
adminiſtered in common "Caſes: till Alder Mar- 
riage. . . — 

The next "Evidence 1 os mai is the 
bleſſed Martyr-Cyprian, who was made Overſeer of 
the Churches at Car!bage, about 248 Yeats after 
the Birth of Chriſt. 'A Queſtion was ſtarted in his 
Time, whether Infants | might be baptized, before 
they were eight Days old ? becauſe that was the 


Day in which Circumciſion was to be adminiſtered. 


On this he calls a Council of Miniſtefs, no Teſs 
than 66 in Number, who all —— agreed, 
eighth 

Day, at * leaſt; that there was no Neceſlity 7 1 ſuch 
a Delay. A large Letter was wrote to this Pur - 
oy” to Wan all who were in Doubt about this 
: | | "Queſtion, 


14 


639) 

Queſtion, and en by er in the Name of 
the reſt. "A ages rene 

Now: — the Queſtion was hot. — — 
Infants were to be baptized, this was allowed by 
all, but the only Queſtion was, whether, like 
Circumciſion, it muſt be limited to the eighth 
Day from:the\Birthit. «nn why YG og But 
And this they determined in the Negative; and 
ſay, it may with equal apap 1 enen 
ſooner. ee 1 7 has 

St. Ambroſe, who wrote about * Fears) from 
the Apoſtles, declares expreſsly, that the B 
of Intants has been the Practice of the Apoſtles 
themſelves, and of the Church till that Time. 
And this he mentions only tranſiently, when 
ipeaking on another Subject. which plainly proves 
it was not à Subject of Debate. It would 

vyoour Patience to cite all the Authors that might be 

produced to this Purpoſe. I ſhall: therefore con 
clude with the T eſtimony of St. Auſtin, who wrote 
his Piece againſt the Donatiſts, about 300 Yearsaf- 
ter the Apoſtles, in which he has theſe very Words: 
« If any aſt for divine Authority in the Matter of In- 
++ fants being baptized, though that which'the tobole 
«Church pratitſes, and which has not been inſtitu- 
ed by Council, but tuas ever in Uſe," is very GH 
ſonably believed to be no other than a Thing 
ſivered by. the Authority of © the Apoſtles, yet, — 
«© be, we may take a true Eſtimate ho much Baptiſm 
* avails Infants, by | the: Graumcifios which W 

& former People received.” 
The fame Thing he; urges in his Canan 
with Pelagius, which was about the Lear 410. 

Now Pelaging had taught, that Infants: were born 

free from any ſinful Defilements. St. Auſtin writes 
3 ** 
Wostitt which 


(49) 
which was the known and ſtanding Practiſe of the 
Church, as an Argument of their natural Defile- 
ment. lu this Plea he has theſe Words: «Tha 
** Infants are by all Cbriftians acknowledged to f 
„ in Nee of Baptiſm, tobith muſt be in them for 
4. Original Sin,  fince they have no other.” Again, 
ſays he, If they have no Sin, "why are — ac- 
e repted to the Ufuge of the Church-Baptiſm 2 Why 
«<- are they waſhed with the Laver of kerle. of 


« they have no Defilement ? 

Pelagius was extremely puzzled with this Argu- 
ment, as he could not pretend to deny Infant- 
Baptiſm. Nay, when ſome charged him with de- 
nying it (as the neceſſary' Conſequence of this 

Boctine) he tries to Aue has Charge, and has 
theſe' remarkable Words: 

Auen flander me, ſays be, as if 1 denied Bap- 
” #/m to Infants.” This he calls a Slander; and 
fays that he never heard of any, no not the 
| F that would wy pans; of 

ts. 
This Confeſſion is this ſtrongeſt Demonſtration, 
that Infant-Baptiſm was univerſally practiſed, Time 
out of Mind; or elſe he, whoſe Intereſt it was to 
it, to anſwer the Arguments of his Adverſu- 
ry, would certainly have done it. But ſo far is he 
from that, though his Cauſe required it, that he 

expreſbly declares, he does not deny it, nor ever 

heard of any that did. Now Pelagins was a great 

Scholar, and a great 8 had been to 

ome, Africa, Egypt, and 7 where be 
22 N Time, and therefore muſt be ac- 

— with the Rites of the Fathers, _ Cuf- 

toms of the Churches in all rhoſe Parts; and 


yet 
he declares that he had never heard of any that had 
denied Baptiſm to Infants, It is as plain chen as 
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Time to that Day. Nor is there the. le 
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5 * Men, for fix. or ſeven hundred Years 


Eractice of Churches, derived from the Apo tles 
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dencey . it was ever oppoſed hy any Man, 


ime. And now, Nhat is the Con 


r You ſee, that the baptizing Infantswa 
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can any Man, 4 hy this? 
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tim? Le] I am fig you altvays, even 10 2 12 
of. the Warld. For that they bapti d Infants.) vou 


* is Fact; and if this was not 3 is 


Inſtitntion, he could not be with them, in 2 
N of that Ordinance, and. therefore his 


SE muſt fail, nes his Church, 3 
that long Period, o | 


4 hundred. Year . myſt 


have had no. reg aptiſm, and con equen tly 
could be no 2 Galpel:Church,,. Ang, who 
Can, 


perſuade himſelf, or imagine, that NT 
eri 


v0 Church in the. World uring all th 
. Beſides, if Ne Bache 5 5 


Fin m had, in any of thoſe 
Periods, 


5 


Periods, been introduced by Men, and had not been 


the Cuftom of the Church from the Apoſtles; 
oy a ſtrange mult jt appear that there ſhould be ho 
Account, no not the leaſt Hint, in all Antiquity, 
when it was introduced, or by whom? Had it 
been human Invention, would - have been ſo uni- 
verſal in the firſt 300 Years, and yet no Record 
left, when it was introduced, nor of Me Diſ⸗ 
pute, or 1 about it? This mere - 
dible. 1 
We have Sifticutar e it Hiſtory ry; FI 
the Baptiſt of Infants began to be denied and diſ- 
DIG by whom; but no Account of any 
ime or Means of its Introduction: which is a 
5 pln Proof that it muſt have been handed” down 
m the Apoſtles, and have been a ſtanding Pri- 


vilege in the Church from their Time. Again, if 


Infant Baptiſm is a Nullity, it is plain, from the 
"tuſtorical F acts above: mentioned, there can now 
be no regular Baptiſm in the World,” nor ever 
Will be to the En of Time, Anck n Steerſnon of 
Faced Bzpriſins cannot ſo much as be pretend- 
ä to. ** $38: t eli Ra) 
Thoſe MY who firſt begin to Vie ize Adults, 
were themſelves ba ptized in their Infancy,” and 
therefore, being papers themſelves, accord- 
| "ing to the Anabaptifi's Scheme, could never have 
Authority to baptize others. So that all the pre- 
ſent adult Baptiſms, if traced back, muſt come 
originally from thoſe, who were daptized in In- 
" Fancy ; and conſequently, on their Principles, can 
have no Validity in them. We muſt therefore 
give into one of theſe three Things, either *1f, 
That a Succeſſion of adult Baptifts can be traced 
ftom the Apoſtles; or 2d, That * is 
4 * and agreeable to the Luſtitution of Chrif 
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| (.43) 
or elſe 3455 That there neither is, nor can be; any 
regular Vapriſn in the Church, to the End of * 
World. | 
The if. can never is done.” 8 all muff allo 
The laſt is too ſhocking and impious to be a 
mitted, And therefore the 2d. muſt be acknow- 
ledged, viz. that Infant-Baptiſm is valid and 
agreeable to the Inſtitution of Jeſus Chriſt; for a 
fourth Concluſion cannot be thought a 


= 7 
1114 


III. But 1 haſten in the laſt Place, to Aber 
ſome of the moſt material Objections that are made. 
againſt the Doctrine, and by which thoſe of con- 
trary Sentiments puzzle and confound the Minds of 
Men, and endeavour to render the Subject obſcure. 
The moſt common Objections are ſuch as theſe; 
ft, We have no expreſs Command in Scripture 
for baptizing Infants, and therefore, it is inſinuat- 
ed, we act without any Warrant from the divine 
Word.” To this 1 anſwer, If there are virtual and 
implicit Commands for it, and if it is commanded 
by clear Scripture- -Conſequence, i it is of equal Force, 
as if it had been ſaid in expreſs Terms, baptize 
Jour Infant-Children. 

A Command niay be as clearly inferred, by way 
of Conſequence, from certain Premiſes, as if it was 
in expreſs Words. See an Inſtance of this in. 22 
and Barnabas, Acts xiii. 46. Lo! ſay they, ' 46 
turn to the Gentiles, for ſo hath the Lord W 
us ſaying, I have ſet thee to of a Light of the'Gen- 
tiles. Now the Command they { 15 of, is ets at all 
expreſs, but implicit ;, for what ey call a Command, 
38 a Promiſe made to Chriſt: 1 — ſet iber to be a 
Tight of the Gentiles, This they conſtrue to be an 
1 7 Command, direcking them in the Wa 
of an Lo! whe turn * the Gentiles, for hy” 

. | 


644) 
the Lo W us. Where had the Lord com- 
; manded the ? Why virtually and implicith 1 fo 
Promiſe, m : to. his Son, F have ſet 9 


to Ihe Gentiles &c. Ibis 7 being g 
, that a Virtua! and implicit, Co bong op 
0 Force, 8 if it had been, er it! is cal: 
to deny 1 Objection on, an tay, we have 1707 

8 to baptize our Infant- Children,” P "And 
I if. God's C ommand to Abraham to circumciſe his 
Infant-Children, is a virtual and implicit Com- 
48. to ene to Fe a nd Hg 93 bes 727 $ 
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icht co 1 in his viſible OX 

And we know, Vea, 1815 acknowledged b che 
4 viſi ble Intereſt l in the Covenant is the tre. 


. 25 MD Ab. We ought to be adminiſ- 


| 8h, the Fi pd that our, Saviour gave, 
1 55 A — Ne baplize 4 Is 1 
inp th not. A expreſs N 5 VT IL 
2 Chriſtian N WY 3 f II 
ch 05 as ;you. ſee int the 554 
en f e „ 1. ein thy Aren Chul- 


N hart it Will follow, that all hy die; 1 in' 1 4 


in the Bleſſings of Chri 
Nations clue them here, ſo it mul in the ( Com: | 


expreſs 


645.) 1 
dren ſhall all Nations be bleſſed. . Now * ild; 
are not here includec in the be Wold 8 99209 ations 


mult, periſh without! wo ig, 125 455 Jars 
and if the Wor ds 


miſſion above- mentioned, and conſe quently they 
are virtually, and implicitly e 


Mi 


| e ra in, the Exhortation to the Jew: 7 


the T #4 be | dls pg is an implicit, If. not ar 

to bapt ptize their Children ; fol 

the Exh earn is grounded on the Fromſſe, an 
the Promil 0 7 to 9 and their Children. 

Thus you ſee the Ser ture abounds with impli- 

cit and virtual dies to baptize our Children, 


and ſuch Commands are, looked upon ſufficient to 
determine our Conduct! in other Caſes, and there- 


dre, why not in this ? For example, 17 2 1 
ut 15 a commanded Duty to keep the fi 

of the Wel for a Sabbath, and ye of 1 is Day 
rmal Fore Command ?” It is commanded only 


virtuall lily lic 
Who 00 Fu ane Worſhip. is a com- 


aged So Yer, Where is the expreſs. Com- 
In þ many Words ? We. are bid not to for- 
lake we mbling outlelves together, but this i is 


a ne gative ' recept, the Affirmative requiring us 
160 o ale be ' is an imp 11 5 Command. t 18 
Gene i liſh Cay il to Jy there i 18 n0 expreſs 
mim ng, baptize Tofap ts; for | "this. may be 
705 of Woe re THI 175 e t, of 
keepi ing Aled firſt Day, of the W eek, an hun: 
| hings, Whic hich all allow are api 
commanded, —_ haye the 17 Obligation on 
ens: On ces, AS 1 oo ſo formally expreſſed. 


if could be of an ex- 
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(646). 
preſs, Command, for that, which had A dies 
inſtituted, and never repealed? The Children of 
covenanted Parents were once expreſsly command- 
ed to receive. the Seal of the Covenant, and this 
Command has never been reverſed, as we have | 
already proved, therefore the original expel Com - 
mand continuing in Force, there would been 
Neceſſity of another. And as it had been te 
conſtant Practice of the Church, for many Ag 
to adminiſter the Seal of the Covenant WW 2, 
-hildren, there was no Neceſſity. of renewing the 
nſtitution, in caſe it was to continue. But on the 
other Hand, there was an abſolute Neceſſity 'of an 
expreſs Declaration againft it, if it was then to 
babe cealed. _ n 
Another Objection is Us, that there is no ex- 
preſs Inſtance in all the Hiftory of the New-Tefta- 
ment of an Infant Child's being baptized; 3 and 
therefore we proceed without any Scripture-Ex- 
ample. Let me reply. I have told you already 
of whole Houſholds being baptized, 1 the Con. 
verſion of the Parent, or 75 5 of the F Family; 
which. carries the ſtrongeſt Probabilit of the 
Baptiſm of Infant- Children, and would be eaſily 
underſtood to include them, had the ſame been 
faid of Circumcifion, And there is the ſame 
Reaſon for it in the one Caſe, as in the other. 
But ſuppoſing there is no expreſs Mention made 
jn the Hiſtory of the New-Teſtament, of one In- 
Fant-Baptiſm, yet no Man has any Right to con- 
clude from hence, that, in Fact, there was none; 
for if ſo, we might as well conclude there were 
whole Churches which never were . 2 or 
there is no Expreſs Account, in the .of 
the New-Feſtament, that the Churches de 
of — of” the Roma ns; Calatlant, "T heſſalont- 


ans, 


(47) | 
ans, * Collaſians, were ever baptized. Would i it 
be fair to conelude from hence, that they there were 
not? Nay,” you may read the Hiſtory of the Old- 
Teſtament, for ſeveral Ages of the Church, and 
never find one "Inſtance of a Child's Circumciſion. 
And will it do from hence to conclude; that 
lived without cireumciſing their Children? No, 
you will ſay, it may be argued by clear Conſe- 
quence; and ſo, I ſay, may the Baptiſm of Chil- 
dren; beſides, this Objection lies with greater 
Force againſt hoſe, who practiſe adult Baptiſm, 
than it does againſt us; for they cannot produce 
one Example from Scripture that warrants their 
Practice. That there were many adult Baptiſms, 
I grant, becauſe the Subjects were grown to adult 
Vears before they profeſſed Chriſtianity And in 
this we Agree with them, that adult Perſons, who 
are converted from Judaiſm, or Heatbeniſim, to 
Chriſtianity, ought, in their adult Tears, to be 
baptized, and all ſuch, as have never been bap- 
tized before. But Scripture-Inſtances of this ae 
-nothing to the Purpoſe, for in this we all 
and have no Controverſy. But if they would 

ve a Scripture-Exainple. of their ou 

1 they muſt give an Inſtance of a Perſon 

born and — up of Chriſtian, or baptiaed 

Parents, that was baptized in adult Tears. I they 
could do this, it would be ſome Evidence, that In- 
fant-Baptiſm was not in Practice. If 
s it iscertain they cannot produce ſuch an Inſtande, 
let them no more pretend the Want of Scripture-Ex- 
- ample againft baptizing Children, or that they have 
- Seripture-Example on their Side. Andwhy ſhould 
there be no Inſtances of this Kind, if ſuch was the 
common Practice? For the Hiſtory of the Aas of 
- the Apoſtles, continued above the Space of thirty 
" _ Fears from Chriſt's Aſcent to Paul's Lnmeifcamin 
at 


—— 
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at. Rome; and during Ft ron ie ei ands, were horn 
of Chriſtian Parents, and grown up to the Age of 
dwenty or thirty; Years, and yet OA, is not one 
Luſtange in Scripture of any ſuch Baptiſms in 
adult Tears. If therefore they were not baptized 
in Infancy, there is no Account of any, no not of 
one, of the Poſterity, of Ohriſtian - Parents, being 
haptized at alla fot all the Account of adult Bap- 
tiſms are only of ſuch as in adult Years embraced 
the Chriſtian Religion, | wing: been ere A 
Jews: or Heathens. 
A third Objection is, that Infants. can receive 
no Benefit from Baptiſm, becauſe, of their Incapa 
itz. and therefore ought not to be ter 
Io this I anfwer, the ſame Objection might be 
ae againſt their bring circumciſed under the 
Law; for the. 8 Infants is doubtleſs as 
Breat nam, As it was Therefore, in the firſt 
Infants are capable of being entered into 
7 — with God; Saks the Children of the 
＋ were ſo, 18 plain Fact, not only from the | 
Tenor of the Covenant with Arabam, which ex- 
preſsly ineluded them, but from that ſolemn Re- 
mewal of it in Deuteronomy, where their Little- 
bones are expreſsly mentioned as. Partakers in the 
nant- Tranſaction. Secondly, they are capa- 
Ae of the Seal. of the Covenant, for this Was by 
God's Appoihtment adminiſtred to them under the ki 
Law, at eight Days old. Thirdly, they are capa- n 
* of being deanied by the Blood of Chaiſt, and of 
"regenerated by his Spirit, which are the 8 
1 Things fignified by Baptiſm. He who denies this, f 
-muſt-deny that they are capable of Salvation, and 5 
therefore, dying in Infancy: Ys muſt periſn, on Ar. 
poſition of griginal Guilt and Pollution. And if 
: —_ are capable of deriving original Guilt and Fol- 
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| (49) | 
lution from the firſt Adam, without their Know- 
ledge and Conſent; they certainly are as capable . 
of deriving Pardon, and renewing Grace from the 
ſecond - Adam, without any explicit Knowledge 
of, or actual conſenting to his Covenant. And if 
they are capable of the Root, and Principle of all 
Sin, they are equally capable of the Habi and 
Principle of all ſpiritual Grace. ; 
en, They are as capable of being laid vader 
igations of Duty to God, to be perform'd when 
grown up, as the Children of the Zews were, and 
- Apoſtle ſays expreſsly, I teftify unto every Man 
that: is circumciſed, that be is a Debtor to the whole 
And why are not Children now as c 
of the baptiſmal Obkgations to the Law of Chriſt, 
as the circumciſed: Children of the Je were, of 
being Debtors to the Law of Moſes? And is it 
not Matter of daily Obſervation, that Infants are 


able of having earthly Inheritances ſettled upon 
= 


by Inftruments ſigned, and ſealed, while 
are ignorant of the whole Tranſaction * ? And 
what Reaſon can be given, why they ſhould not 
be as capable of the Bleflings of the new Cove 
unt, and of having them | ſealed by Baptiſm, 
though they are ignorant 1 F 
To Gy that it is no Advantage to Children tg 
ſter the Seal of the Covenant to them, be- 

401 of their Incapacity, is to reflect on an Iuſti- 
tution of Heaven, and on the Wiſdom and Goods 
nefs.. of its Author. The Apoſtle Paul was of 
another Mind; for he ſays the Profit of Circuma 
was much every Way, notwithſtanding the 
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But a 4th, and moſt common Objection is, 
that Faith and Repentance, or a Profeſſion of 
them, at leaſt, are mentioned in the New. Teſta- 
ment, as the neceſſary Pre- requiſites of Baptiſm, 
and therefore, as Children are incapable of theſe, 
they muſt be incapable of the Ordinance itſelf. I 
anſwer, that Children are capable of the Habits 
and Principles of Faith, as has been obſerved be- 
fore, and muſt be allowed by all, who do not ex- 
clude them from Salvation. Now is their a greater 
Abſurdity in allowing them to be capable of the 
Root and Principle of every Grace, than to allow 
them to be capable of the Root and Principle of 
every Sin? Beſides, our Lord fays of a little 
Child, whom he ſet before his Diſciples, as a Pat- 
tern of Humility, "whoſoever ſhall offend one of theſe 
litile Ones, that believeth in me, &c. Whence it is 
plain, that Little-ones may believe in him, i. e. 
they may have the Habits or Principles of Faith, 
though incapable of the Act; or elſe, as I ſaid 
before, we muſt neceſſarily embrace that aucbari- 
- table Sentiment, that all, who die in Infancy, 
muſt periſh without Remedy. . 
If it be ſaid,- that it is a Profeſſion of Faith, 
which the Scripture mentions as a Pre- requiſite to 
Baptiſm ; I grant it with reſpe& to adult Perſons, 
who embrace Chriſtianity in their adult Years. 
And this is all that can pofſibly be argued from it; 
for all muſt allow, that when ever theſe: Pre-re- 
4 quiſites are ſpoken of in Scripture, it is with 'refe- 
= rence to Adults, who were converted from Judaiſm 
or Heatheniſm to Chriſtianity ; and in all:fuch Caſes 
weallow, that there muſt be a Profeſſion of Faith, 
antecedent to Baptiſm, In this we have no Con- 
F troverſy 
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troverſy with thoſe, who, practiſe adult Baptiſm, . 
But they then muſt allow, that all theſe Paſſages, 
which require the Profeſſion of Faith, as neceffary 
to Baptiſm, have no reference at all to Infants, 
but are intirely confin'd to thoſe, who embrace 
Chriſtianity in their adult Years ; and therefore no 
Argument can be drawn from hence, againſt the 
Baptiſm of Children ; for. they are not at all the 
Perſons ſpoken of. Yet we find, in fact, that 
when. thoſe Adults, that embraced Chriſtianity, 
in the Apoſtles Times, profeſſed their Faith, not 
only themſelves, but their Houlſholds, and all 
that were theirs, were baptized. And as there is 
not a Word ſaid of ſuch a Profeſſion being required 
of the Members of thoſe Families, we muſt there- 
fore conclude, either that they were young Chil- 
dren, and ſo incapable; or elſe, that Adults were 
baptized without a Profeſſion. 

So under the antient Diſpenſation, the pro- 
feſſing Stranger was obliged to embrace the Jewiſb 
Religion inſtantly, in order to his Circumciſion; 
but when this was done; and himſelf circumci- 
ſed, the ſame Ordinance was always adminiſtered 
to his P amily and Children, as you ſee Exodus 
xii. 48, 49. 

So bere, thoſe Adults, who were converted to 


the Chriſtian Religion, were obliged to profeſs 


their Faith, in order to their being baptized; 
and on this. Profeſſion, not only themſelves, but 
their Houſholds were baptized alſo. 

This Objection then, viz. A Profeſſion of Faith 


being @ Pre-re ns to Baptiſm, is no more an Ob- 


jection ag Childrens being baptized, on the 
Profeſſion of their Parents, than it was againſt 


ſhe Childrens being circumciſed, becauſe the Pa- 
F 2 " FRAY 
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ow were e previouſly obliged to embrace the Freih 
"Dy other trivial Objections there may be raf. 
ed againſt the Baptiſm of Infants, but I know: of 
none beſides theſe, of any Conſequeyce, that have 
not been precluded in this Diſcourſe; and theſe, I 
think, every one muſt ſee from what has been faid, 
are not of the leaſt Weight, when impartially ex- 
amined, againſt the Foundation that has been 
laid of the Covenant-Relation of the Children of 
confcœderate Parents and the Arguments that have 
been produced to prove their undoubted Right to 
Baptiſm, . according to Chriſt's Inſtitution. The 
Concluſion then is plain, that, as they had a Right 
by God's own Appointment, to the Seal of the 
Covenant of Grace, under the Law, and as that 
Right has never been repealed, either explicitly, 
or by Conſequence, it muſt ſtill remain; and that, 
as it was the. univerſal Practice of the primitive 
Churches, for the three firſt Centuries, which were 
the pureſt Times, and no Account has been 
en of its ever having been introduced as an Ie. 
vation, it muſt have been the Practice of the 
Apoſtles themſelves, and muſt have its divine Ori- 
ginal in that Covenant- Promiſe, made to Abraham, 
which the Apoſtle declares in our Text is to be- 
leving Parents and their Children, under the 
Goſpel, as well us under the Law. On the other 
Hand, to deny Infant-Baptiſm to be a divine In- 
ſtitution, is, attended with many Ame, and 
much Confufion. * 
It is as much as to fay, that the Covenant 
made with Abraham, including his Children, is 
not an everlaſting Covenant; that therefore Be. 
lievers under the Goſpel are not Abraham's Seed, 


gnd 


Adminiſti ations of their Miniſters muſt be ſo too, 
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and Hetrs of his Promiſe ; for his Promiſe w. to | 


Parents and Children: yea, that the 1 
Gentiles do not partake of the ſame Privileges, in 
the Church, from which the Fews were broken off. 


And on the Whole, that the Privileges of the Goſ- 


pel-Diſpenſation are lefs than thoſe of the Law); 
all which are flat Contradictions to Scripture. 
Again, to deny the Validity of Infant-Baptiſm, 
is as much as to ſay, that there was no true Bap- 
tiſm in the Church for eleven or twelve hundted 
Years after Chriſt, and that the Generality of the 
preſent Profeſſors of Chriſtianity, are now a Com- 


pany of unbaptized ZHeathens; and although it 
muſt be allowed, that there are, and always have 
been, vaſtly more truly religious People, who 


have been baptized in the Intancy, than of others; 
yet all who have been {ſa baptized, are on theſe 
Principles, out of the viſible Church, and the 
Conſequence will be, that vaſtly great Numbers are 
faved out of the Church than in x, which is very 
abſurd, to ſay no worſe. Theſe, and many other 
like Conſequences neceſſarily follow from de- 


nying the Validity of Intant-Baptiſm, 


Again, if Infant-Baptiſm is a divine loflinidon, 
and warranted by the Word of God, then they 


who conſent to be baptiſed in their adult Age, do 


in that Tranſaction, neceſſarily renounce a divine 
Inſtitution, and an Ordinance of Jeſus Chriſt ; and 
as it were vacate the former Covenant between God 


and them; nay, they practically ſay, there are no 


baptized Perſons, no regular Miniſters, nor Ordi- 
nances, in all the numerous profeſſing Churches, 
but their own: and if the Baptiſm of all thoſe 
numerous profeſſing Churches is a Nullity, all the 


and 


| ( 54 ) | 
4 then the Promiſe of Chriſt, to be with his 
Miniſters, in the Adminiſtration of this Ordinance, 
to the End of the World, muſt have failed during 
thoſe hundreds and hundreds of Years, in which 
Infant-Bapriſm was ſo univerſally practiſ. 
Nay, further; as the Succeſſion of adult Bap 
tiſms cannot be traced to the Apoſtles Times, 5 
it will follow, that if Infant-Baptiſm is a N 9. 
there neither is, nor ever will, or can be, any re- 
gular Baptiſm hereafter to the End of the World ; 
and conſequently an Ordinance of Chriſt, as to its 
regular Adminiſtration, muſt be loſt; for adult 
Baptiſm now adminiſtered, if originally derived 
from thoſe, who were baptized in re cannot 
be valid, if Infant-Baptiſm be not valid. 
4 have finiſhed the Subject, as far as it is a Point 
— our Controverſy. It was my Deſign to cloſe 
all with an Addreſs, both to Parents and Children, 
enforcing the Obligations upon each, in Conſe- 
quence of their ſolem Tranſaction with the great 
God, in this Ordinance of Baptiſm; but the Time 
will not permit. May God lead us into all ne- 
eeſſary T ruth, N Chriſt's Sake! AMEN. 
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